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PROJECT DELIVERABLE
EDITORIAL REVIEW CHECK SHEET

, Mewtor yandom

Deliverabe Title: 3SL Sueveiairt T Deliverable Date:

Project Name: £%23 SL v Jacobs Project No: /2 /) Z=22 /4
Project Manager: ‘Sﬂé Vi 72 éﬂ/ JEG Office: bene <z
Primary Author of Deliverable: _/é‘_/‘z Spne wAer”  TEG Office: /

Editorial Reviewer: ). fs/ A/péLM JEG Office: &

Date of Initial Review: J 4 -4~ 2- LOE Expended in Review:

(to be completed by Editorial Remwcr)
Sections of Report Reviewed:

General Comments: 4‘ w M s ﬂta?é;[
J hslos crnet crtotrotd, Www/m;fw
P

Project Manager to complete this section following final check of the deliverable (following revisions initiated as a
resuit of the editorial review).

I have reviewed the subject project document in accordance with the applicable check sheet items. In my
opinion, the material reviewed is presented in a professional manner in accordance with standard procedures
set forth by Jacobs Engineering Group Inc. Further, my comments have beea discussed with the ambor(s) and
all significant issues have beea resolved, except numbers

Project Manager: Review Date:

Significant issues not resolved between the reviewer and author(s) have been resoived by the undersigned.

Regional QA Officer: Date:

Operations Manager: Date:-

JEA\C:\JE-Forms\PDEJB111



Project Deliverable Editorial Review Check Sheet (Page 2 of 2)
Items Evaluated in Editorial Review

Comments Addressed**

[TITLE SHEET

No*

N/A+H

Comments

Yes

No

1. Does the deliverable include a title page with the title centered in the cover window and
arc the JEG Project Number and Client Project Number listed?

2. Does the title on the title page match the title on the first page of the deliverable and
the authorization page (if included)?

| ——

Arc all pages of the deliverable readable and acceptable in appearance?
. Is the deliverable free from typographical errors?
Are the margins acceptable and consistent? Are all page breaks acceptable?
Are titles of lists of items and bulleted subscctions repeated whea split between two or
more pages?
Arc all text scctions right justificd?
8. Is a Table of Contents included? Do all page numbers, scction titles, figure titles,
table titles, and appendix titles in the Table of Contents match those presented in the text?
9. Are all pages numbered consecutively and consistently? (The first text page should be one.)
10. Arc all pages, including tables, figures, and appendicies within the deliverable?

O

-

11. Arc all legends and notes on tables and figures clear? Do all ﬁgum include north arrows
and bar scales (where appropriate)?
12. Are all figures presented using the standard Jacobs title blocks? Were all figurcs drawn
and checked by differeat individuals (see title blocks)?
13. Arec all tables and figures presented in scparate sections (tables then figures) at the end
of the deliverable (less than 50 pages) or at the end of cach chapter (more than 50 pages)?
14. Arec all tables and figures orientated for reading from top to bottom or after turning the
" pege clockwise (binding at the top of the page)?

WA N\

15. Is the cover letter free from typographical crrors, and prepared for signature by
the Project Manager and Operations Manager?

16. Docs the deliverable title referenced in the cover letter match the title presented in
the deliverable?

vV’

é//Mf 4‘7'-/44

¢ Please provide references to page numbers and sections and outline the requested changes in the comment column for all items in which your response was "no”

+ } Not Applicable.

i ' Project Manager to complete during final check of the deliverable (following revisions initiated as a result of technical review).

JE4\c:11231123\PD1JBD20




v PROJECT DELIVERABLE
TECHNICAL REVIEW CHECK SHEET

Deliverable Title: S<7 @2 Hemrasrneleons Deliverable Date:
Project Name: Zf‘é Si- C’Q! / ,_Qj,f / ) Jacobs Project No: _/< D2 ¥ 2. -7

Project Manager: S&é ééu s.S(é &‘eﬂzc Keuw JEG Office: Lere AH-
e,u/

Primary Author of Deliverable: _Aevin  Spxpuden JEG Office: __A€re xnt

Technical Reviewer: 75 ;&M JEG Office: __Kep@oc

Date of Initial Review: %Z/S‘Jz_, LOE Expended in Review: L
L 0

(to be completed by Technical Reviewer)

Sections of Report Reviewed: MAA

General Comments:

Technical reviewer to compiete this section foliowing final check of the deliverable (following revisions initiated as a resuit of the
technical review).

I have reviewed the subject project document in accordance with the applicable check sheet items. In my opinion. the material
reviewed is presented in a professional manner in accordance with standard procedures set forth by Jacobs Engineering Group Inc.
Further, my comments have been discussed with the author(s) and ail_signiﬁnm issues have been resolved, except numbers

N

Technical Mmrﬁ&mw Date:

Significant issues not resolved between the reviewer and author(s) have been resoived by the undersigned.

Regional QA Officer: Date:

Operations Manager: Date:

JEA\C.JE-FORMS\TR3JB111



Project Deliverable Technical Review Check Sheet (Page 2 of 2)
ltcms Evaluated in Technical Review
PURPOSE; SCOPE AND INTRODUCTION.

Comments Addres:

Not|N/A ++ Comments Tves

I. Are the purpose and scope of the deliverable defined in the introduction?
2. Does the scope of the deliverable conform to the Work Plan and other client directives?

3. Does the introduction provide sulficient background information for an independent reader
to understand the material presented?

A< |

4. ’n the lechnial spproach (methodology) preseated?

$. Are assumptions defined and the ratiosale for cach assumption discussed?
6. Are the analytical methods appropriate for the specific application?

7. Does tho deliverable conform to current technical guidance documents and SOPs? X
8. Are limitations of tho study prescated? X
9. Were the analytical methods followed correctly?

10. Were all calculations checked?

11. Were all ulcullliou that you checked correct? If errors were found, attach your

X %%

> % X

12. Are all analyses, conclusions, and recommendations well reasoned, supported by the data
presented withia the deliverable, and usderstandable to an objective resder?

13. Are all conclusions technically correct?

14. Are all conclusions which are based o limited data or assumptions adequately qualified?
IS. Are technically sound recommendations provided, where sppropriate?

16. Does the deliverable meet all the objectives outlined in the Work Plan and othu client

directives? ll aot, are nmmd nﬂudou provided?
WORD USAGE, AND:

xx\(x

17. ls the deliverable gramatically eonect. coacise, and free from nonrelevant information and
mhm(bddh.djaeﬂmwm-uiuomem.llmnd poor, and very)? %

18. ls the deliversble orgaaized in a logical manncr. Is the text adequately subdivided?

19. Is » site map included and is appropriste lnformation (sampling locations, property X

boundaries, etc.) preseated on the site map?

0. Are all raw and calculated dats included i the deliverable in tabular form? 2

21. Are all units and detection limits defined on tables and figures containing chermical data? 3

22. Are references provided for technical information, tables, and figures from other sources? X

23. Are numbers used 1o cite references in the text in the order which they sre used? Is o ){

numbered list of refcrences provided at the end of the deliverable?

: Please provide references to pc;e numbers and sections and outline the requested changes in the comment column for all items in which your response was “no”.
+4 Not'Applicable.

¢¢ Technical reviewer to complete during final check of the deliverable (following revisions initiated as a result of technical review).
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